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4Ау NUM á 33 


Memorandum e e 


To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-OC-NEW) (P) Dae 10/18/90 


Subject : PEXACO PIPELINE INC, 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
от, в ,GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
“OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
ОО: OKLAHOMA CITY 


On October 10, 1990, this Agent_received а telephone call 
from telephone number 
Oklahoma, who advised she heard that TEXACO had emptied an oil 
waste pit by pumping it directly into Coal Creek which empties 
in Lake McAlester. 


This Agent contacted the OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION 
(OCC) SPECIAL OPERATION UNIT FOR POLLUTION PREVENTION шее 


апа inquired about this incident. SOUPP members 
[quad onu they had heard about this 
and provided a photocopy of an OCC Application For Surface 
Discharge dated September 27, 1990, permit # 90-04-0012. This 
permit approved by OCC employee JACK STARR allows TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC., Wichita falls, Texas, to do a land discharge over 61 acres 
of 32,000 barrels of produced water. Attached to the permit is 


a water analysis report done by Rogers Technical Group, Oklahoma 
City, Oklahoma, telephone number т 


This Agent contacted| | Oklahma Water 
Resources Board, McAlester, Oklahoma, regarding this incident 
and he advised he witnessed the discharge going into Coal Creek 


as did advised he and 
observed TEXACO pumping the dark solution into a ditch which 
ran to a wet-weather creek and into Соа1 Creek. stated he 


took photographs and a sample of the solution which the Oklahoma 
State Department of Health is analyzing. 


This Agent telephonically contactead[ | Attorney, 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC., Denver, Colorado, who acknowleged he had 


heard from TEXACO employee[______| that the discharge did 
accidentally end up in the creek but was immediately stopped. 


On October 18, 1990, this Agent interviewed TEXACO employee 
who advised he discharged the solution. Monday, 
October 1, 1990 at 8:00am until Tuesady October 2, 1990 when he 
shut the pumps off. 


[advised the way the operation was 
set up it had to run directly to the pies |: һе 


2 - 249-OC-NEW 


222-в6-500%9- / 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


2 
did not set up the operation as all he had to do ча (|| 
(stated һе heard they 
a ollowed instructions from the OCC оп how to do the 
discharge. p3 
b6 
This Agent contacted| | Assistant United States 576 


Attorney, Eastern District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma 
and provided him with the above information an ] 


It is recommended that а case be opened and assigned to 
this Agent regarding this matter. 


Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property 4 as Evidence 
FD-192 (Rev. 7-18-85) 


Date 
10/30/90 
Title and Character of Case 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE | 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
OO: OKLAHOMA CITY 
Date Property Acquired Source From Which Property Acquired 
10/29/90 ГП ок. WATER RESOURCES BOARD, ОКС, OK. 
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same b6 
SQUAD #3 AREA EVIDENCE b7C 


To Be Returned| See Serial | Age ubmitti or Exhibit Agent Assigned Case 
KVes D No |7 


О Yes ХХ Мо Grand Jury Property - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
С Yes ХХ No Property to be Forfeited to the Government 
Description of Property or Exhibit 


Work file concerning the Hughes county site where Texaco 
Pipeline Inc., discharged waste into Coal Creek. 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 
Signature of Two 

Evidence Bag Seal f. . . 1. Special Agents 
Verifying and Sealing 

Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


Field пе# 249-0C-50089. АО) Zu HY vO 


OO: 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Heason 


Signature 


Heason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 
Reason 
Signature 
Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Signature 


Reason 


Нет No. 


Accepted Custody 


CHAIN OF CUSTODY 


[Date | Time | Released Custody | Date [fime 


Remarks 
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Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 
FD-192 (Rev. 7-18-85) Е 


Date 11/2/90 


i d r 
Title and Character of Case TRXACO PIPELINE INC., 


Wichita Falls, Texas; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

| OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 

OO: OKLAHOMA CITY 


Date Property Acquired Source From i roperty Acquired 
SOUPP UNIT 
10/29/90 OKLAHOMA CORP. COMMISSION, OKC,OK. 
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same b6 
SQUAD #3 AREA EVIDENCE ' b7C 


To Be Returned} See Serial | Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit Agent Assigned Case 


DL] Yes KKNo Grand Jury Property - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
i О Yes КІ No Property to be Forfeited to the Government 
Description of Property or Exhibit 


Copy of videotape made 10/17/90 by OCC SOUPP Unit with 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC. site in Hughes County, OK. 
OCC, OWRB AND TEXACO employees present. 


For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 
Signature of Two 
Evidence Bag Seal # |. — | — Special Agents 
Verifying and Sealing 
Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


BLOCK STAMP 


Field пей 249-0С-50089 | 


ОО: 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence и 
Ер-192 (Неу. 7-18-85) 


Date 
11/16/90 
| Title and Character of Case 
| TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
| Wichita Fails, Texas; 
| OIL 8 GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES ~ CWA 
00: OKLAHOMA CITY 
Date Property Acquired i cquired 
| Special Agent 
11/14/90 р 9 
714); U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE, OKC,OK. 
Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same „e 
Squad #3 Area EVIDENCE ъ7с 


To Be Returned See Serial | Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit 


О Yes No Grand Jury Property - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
L] Yes No Property to be Forfeited to the Government 
Description of Property or Exhibit 


ж 


Photocopy of workfile of Texaco Pipeline Inc. site in 
Hughes County, Oklahoma. 


b7C 


[22229 *». 6 5 
дар — 
For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 
Signature of Two 
Evidence Bag Seal # 1. Special Agents 
Verifying and Sealing 
Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


BLOCK STAMP 


mieia ie g 249799750089 y g (3) да. г9(29 


00: 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


Ф % 


Bulky Exhibit - Inventory of Property Acquired as Evidence 
FD-192 (Rev. 7-18-85) 


D 
ii 1/3/9% 


Title and Character of Case ppyaco PIPELINE INC. р 
Wicjita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
OO: OKLAHOMA CITY 


Dete E Acquired Source From Which Property Acquired 


Location of Property or Bulky Exhibit Reason for Retention of Property and Efforts Made to Dispose of Same 
SQUAD #3 AREA EVIDENCE 


To Be Returned! See Serial | Agent Submitting Property or Exhibit Agent Assigned Case 


Yes П Мо Grand Jury Property - Disseminate Only Pursuant to Rule 6(e), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. 
О Yes ЖІ No Property to be Forfeited to the Government 
Description of Property or Exhibit 
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For Valuable and/or Narcotics Evidence Only 


Signature of Two 

Evidence Bag Seal# _ Special Agents | 
Verifying and Sealing 
Bag Contents 


SEMIANNUAL INVENTORY CERTIFICATION TO JUSTIFY RETENTION OF PROPERTY (Initial and Date) 


BLOCK STAMP 


Field пе# 249-0C-50089 | 607) pari Aly 


00: Oklahoma City 


ORIGINAL (FILE COPY) 


b3 
b6 
b7C 


| b6 


b7C 


„Е0-340а (Rev. 10-3-77) 


ч 
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жм / А 
(Title) fe Y ec f г. p 
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(File No.) тоф де. Зоо У9 


Date 
Filed 


"Же. AEH 


Disposition 
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b6 
b7C 


Memorandum Ф 


To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (P) Dae 10/24/90 


b6 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE INC, 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
ETAL; 

ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
ОО: Oklahoma City 


On October 10, 1990, this Agent contacted TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC. Attorney and advised him that the FBI had 
information that they had discharged waste from an oil pit 
into a floway to Coal Creek which runs to Lake McAlester and 
Lake каал аа һе had heard there had been a 
limited accidental discharge and that it was stopped as soon 
as TEXACO employees became aware it was happening. 
stated they had an OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC) permit 
for a land discharge and it was from this incident that some b6 
fluid got away from them. stated this occurred in Hughes BIC 
County, Oklahoma around October Ist. This Agent advised 
that the FBI was investigatimg the matter and he_could consider 
TEXACO one of the targets of the investigation. stated 
his employees did what they were instructed to do by the OCC 
employees and inguired if the OCC would also be targets. This 
Agent созше ш if it became apparent that this is 
what happened then the OCC employees could also be targets. 
и edviecd TEXACO would cooperate fully and all employees 
involved could be interviewed by this Agent whenever necessary. 

stated he would contact and other TEXACO 

employees to get their full cooperation. 


This Aqent contacted Special Agent 
and apprised him of the above incident and that 


the FBI would look into the matter. b6 
bp7C 
This Agent contacted Special Agent[ 2 |9.8. FISH b7E 


& WILDLIFE, Tulsa, Oklahoma, and advised him of ‘the possible 

Clean Water Act violation and to check for possible "fish kills'" 

ас a result of this incident. SA[ ^ ]аауіѕеа he would inform 
with the Oklahoma State Department of Wildlife to 

be aware of the situation. 


On October 25, 1990, this Agent recontaeted| rel 
and advised him that after interviewing TEXACO and OCC emplóyees 
it appears a Clean Water Act violation has occurred and,the 
U.S. Attorney's office had been notified. This Agent advised that 
after a report was completed on the investigation a meeting 
would be scheduled for TEXACO to appear before Assistant United 
States Attorney[ ^  ]to discuss this matter. 


b6 
ъ7с 
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FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82) o % 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 1 0 / 2 5 / 9 0 
1 


ТЕХАСО 
PIPELINE INC, Wichita Falls, Texas, telephone number 817/723- 
0761, was advised of the official identity of interviewing Agent 
and agreed to provide the following information: 


[C] a white male, bora] ssas C | 


stated TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) first became involved in the 
clean-up of this site after they received a letter from 


of the U.S. FISH в WILDLIFE.[ ^  ]was concerned that b6 
the open pit full of oil solution could snare a migrator ъзс 
bird and he would like this pit drained ог оа Г 


stated this site was an old ТРТ pump station located in 
Hughes County, Oklahoma.[  ]stated JACK STARR with the 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC) also contacted him 


about cleaning up the area. stated he contacted 
БЕ - the OKLAHOMA WATER RESQURCES BOARD (OWRB) 
about getting the necessary permits.[ ^  ]instructea 


he needed an OCC permit and not a OWRB permit to land 
discharge the iuba stated TPI did a technical 
analysis of the solution which is standard procedure before 
doing anything. 


stated he went to Hughes County and met with 
OCC employee | ae review the situation. 


stated when һе got back to Wichita Falls, Texas he 


received the lab analysis and called to inform 

him of the results. stated he sent him a copy of the 

results and then called OCC employee JACK STARR and read him 

the lab results. stated STARR was mostly interested in Me 
the chloride content. stated he told STARR that Buc 


told him he would have to go through the Oklahoma City office 
to get an OWRB permit okayed. STARR then facsimiled a copy 

of the OCC Surface Discharge Application tol — ]statea 
ТРТ Actorneyl ота him the OCC could тапа в 
permit for a one-time discharge.[  ]statea he called 

and told him the OCC could issue.a permit and advised 
him to call him when they started discharging so he could watch. 


stated he filled out the OCC permit application, had it 
notarized on September 27, 1990 and went to the site that day. 


Oklahoma City 
Investigation on... 10/10/90 a Oklahoma City, Oklahoma ries, 249-0С-50089 


b6 
by __ ЗА Date dictatea ТО 9 TR 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It js the property of the FB! and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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FD-302a (Rev. 11-15-83) t d e 


b6 


b7C 
Continuation of FD-302 of 249-ОС- ,0n.—10/10/90 — „Page 2 _ 


stated he hand-carried the pérmit to JACK STARR 
who signed and dated it the previous day which was his verbal 


aüthorizaàt£zon.dàte[ ^ |]stated tha ite were 
and TEXACO employee stated 
they also located a contractor named to assist 


them.[ ^  ]stated they hooked-up the pumps to one pit and 

emptied it into another pit right next to ie [ — Тераса 

he could not see Coal Creek from the site but thought it was 

approximately 400 to 500 yards away.[ ^ ]statea the natural 

terrain near the site had a low spot across a field which is 

where they discharged the solution.[ ^  ]statea the ground b6 

was saturated and the solution inadvertantly ran into the creek. b7C 
Stated they stopped it as soon as they saw it and he does 

not feel very much went into the creek. 

did not observe all of this 


stated[| ^ ^ ^ ]with the OWRB called him 
and told him he saw no problems in the way it was being handled. 
stated TPI employees called him Wednesday and told him 
the solution had made it to the creek and they had shut the 
operation down. Stated he understood JACK STARR had also 
visited the site. stated they built up the dyke to 
prevent any further discharges into the creek. 


FD-302 (REV. 3-10-82) ® е 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription 10/25/90. __ 
i 


TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC., Wichita Falls, Texas, telephone number 817/723-0761, 
was advised of the official identity of interviewing Agent 
and agreed to provide the following information: 


a white male, born С] SSAN# [ | 
Г) born in advised he was presen] 


at the discharge site in Hughes County, Oklahoma. 
stated he believes the date was September 28, 1990, when 
they began discharging from the pits. stated they b6 
pumped from the main pit to a smaller pit, and ran flume pipe bic 
into the dyke of the smaller pit to keep the "BS" out and allow 
the "freshwater" to discharge. The discharge went to a pasture 
and was supposed to evaporate but eventually ran towards the 
creek. [-_] stated he left the site after and 
never saw it actuall oing into the creek. advised 
he heard from that it went into the creek. 
stated TEXACO employee remained at the site and 
may have witnessed this. Stated that he 
while he was there and he believes TEXACO employee 
may have been present. Stated they had a 
permit from the OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC) to 
do the discharge. 
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OKLAHOMA 
WATER RESOURCES BOARD (OWRB), 321 South 3rd, Suite #1, 


McAlester, Oklahoma, telephone number 918/426-5435, was 
advised of the official identity of interviewing Agent and 


agreed to provide the following information. Also present were b6 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC) SPECIAL OPERATIONS UNIT b7C 
FOR POLLUTION PREVENTION (SOUPP) members 

and OWRB employees and 


— == he has been employed by the OWRB since 


Stated that on July 20, 1990, the OWRB was 
notified of a meeting by JACK STARR with the OCC Ada Office. 
The meeting was held at the Hughes County site where a large 
pit, approximately 200 yards by 40 yards, full of oil waste, 
had drawn the attention сү] U.S. FISH 8 WILDLIFE. 
was concerned that migratory bird season was approaching 
and he was concerned some of these birds could land in this be 
it. Also present at the meeting were OCC employees JACK STARR, 
b7C 
State Game л роз апа 
of KOCH OIL.[ ^ | stated KOCH OIL had а 
pipeline that ran through the site and was present at the 


meeting to_determine ownership of the pit. stated 
and left to research the ownership and later 

determined that after TEXACO owned the property it was 

currently owned by later 


ave TEXACO the right to clean-up the pits they had created. 

stated he received a letter БАЗА кынай ТЕХАСО 

informing them of the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 
stated that on September 7, 1990, he received 

а telphone call from[ |оҒ TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI). 
munt NN that TPI did not own the pit but would 
Clean it up if the cost were minimal.[ ^ |а1во inquired as 
to necessary permits to properly discharge the solution. 

told a water analysis needed to be done first b6 
зо the OWRB could review it before issuing a permit. b7C 


Oklahoma City 


investigation on 10 / 17/20 a McAlester, Oklahoma ,,, 249-0С-50089 | 
py» SA Date dictate, 10/22/90 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the ЕВ! and is loaned to your agency; | 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. | 


FBI/DOJ 


244 -дс- 5664? 5 


ЕЖ: 


FD-302a (Rev. 11-15-83) e e 


‘(| stated that on September 20, 1990 he received 
a copy of the water analysis via facsimile from 
stated_he thjen facsimiled an application for a water discharge 
to[ ^ ]at ТЕХАСО. 


Stated that on September 21, 1990 he received 
a telephone call from JACK STARR at the OCC who told him the 
OCC had jurisdiction in this matter and would issue ТРІ a 
one-time discharge permit.[ ^  ]stated he called 
and told him this and that he did not need to fill out the 
OWRB application for permit. 


Stated that on Monday October i, 1990 he recieved 

а telephone:call from[  ]who advised him they were discharging. 
ааа he drove out to the site to observe the land 
application.[ ^  ]statea he observed the large 200 yard long 
pit (main pit) had a 4'x6" centrifugal pump and several smaller 
2'x3' pumps, all gasoline powered, with hoses pulling liquid from 
the main pit to & smaller pit to the east. This smaller pit 
appeared to be full of hydrocarbons because of the dark color. 

stated he saw three pipes protruding from the dam of 
the smaller pit which were discharginq a black foamy liquid 
that smelled like hydrocarbons. ee] stated the discharged 
fluid emptied into a trench that ran easterly 150 feet, which 
directed it downgrade to a low point where it hit a diversion 
sending it across a field, alongside a pond and to the creek. 
cane С- the trench seemed to be there to divert water 
down hill. 


stated he saw no OCC personnel there and had 
never seen a land application done like this before. 
stated TPI had discharged fluid the previous Friday and that 
Monday when he got there atl | stated TPI employee 
рй him they had ап OCC permit to discharge and 
he acted like this was the standard 
that OCC 
and observed their operation. stated that the 


OWRB did not have jurisdiction in this area so he took photographs 
and came back to the office and told what 
[peer анына stated he also told 


rocedure. told 


in Oklahoma City. 


stated that on October 11, 1990, he drove the 
direction of the discharge and noted that the solution did not 
go to Lake McAlester, went past the McAlester Municipal Water 
Treatment Plant and made it to Lake Eufala. 
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TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC., Wichita Falls, Texas, telephone number 817/723-0761, 
was advised of the official identity of interviewing Agent 
and agreed to provide the following information: 


a white male, рога [|] SSAN# 
stated he has worked for TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) since 


stated he arrived on_the Hughes County site b6 
on October 1, 1990 which was Monday. = Ча that b7C 
at 8:00am that morning they began discharging fluid by turning 
on small circulation pumps which emptied the fluid to a 
smaller pit. The smaller pit had flumes sticking out of one wall 
which emptied in the direction of a pasture which is south and 
about level with this pit.[ ]stated that the way the terrain 
is situated everything "in that country runs down to the creek". 

stated there was a ditch running alongside a fence 
and it appeared that someone, possibly TPI employees, had 
smoothed out this ditch along the fence line. а 
the fluid from the flumes went directly into this ditch along 
the fence line, hit a hill or dyke causing the fluid to go east, 
and went to the wet-weather creek and into Crooked Creek. 


stated he did not follow the fluid to see 
where it was going as he knew it was going into the creek. 
stated the way the whole operation was set up was for 


it to run to the — [stated all he did was[ | 
b6 


stated the fluid running towards the creek ци 


was "fairly clear, with a little bit of tinge from sitting 
on the BS". С statea he also observed a little bit 
of foam but not much. 
until 9:45am Tuesday mornin 

(LNM UNKN) assisted him 
pump engines full of gasoline and running. 
used 22 and 23 inch pumps, three flumes in the dyke and they 
were made from 6 inch pipe. 


stated the pumps ran all night 
Stated another contractor 
by keeping the 
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Continuation of FD-302 of 249-0C-50089 ,On .10/18/90 _ ,Page. ^ |... 


i stated that Tuesday morning OKLAHOMA CORPORATION 
COMMISSION (OCC) came out and told him 


they did not want the water to go into the creek. stated 
told him JACK STARR had ordered this. 
stated he told if they did not want water to go into the 


creek they had better shut off the pumps "right now". 
stated he immediately shut off the pumps and noted the time 
on his field notes. stated OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCES 
BOARD (OWRB) employee visited the site about 
30 minutes after arrived and they tried to explain to 
him they were going to put the rest of the solution into a 
levy to thé west o Де was "too concerned 
with what was already discharged". 


stated he had not done a land application 

before and this "land application was on its way to the creek". 

stated he was under the impression TPI was working 
with the OCC in this рег Топ (= ыд that two employees 
of the OWRB had been out Monday around 2:30pm and observed 
the operation. stated he felt if they were doing some- 
thing wronq these employees should have pointed it out to them 
on ondar. рассева he toldá[ ^ ]this, too. 
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OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCES BOARD 
(OWRB), 321 South 3rd, Suite #1, McAlester, Oklahoma, telephone 
number 918/426-5435, was advised of the official identity of 
interviewing Agent and agreed to provide the following information. 
Also present were OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC) SPECIAL 
OPERATIONS UNIT FOR POLLUTION PREVENTION (SOUPP) members 

and OWRB employees 

and : 


[stated that fellow employee[ |ваа 

advised him of what he saw occurring on the TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC. (TPI) site in Hughes County and felt that he should go 
and check it out. stated that on Tuesday October 2, 1990, b6 
at approximatel: he arrived at the site and met with b7C 
TPI employee and OCC 

Stated they quickly pointed out that the pump was turned 
off, but the secondary pit was full and still discharging from 
the three pipes (flumes). The large main pit had approximately 
one foot deep left of liquid in it and was full of sediment. 
The discharging pipes emptied the solution into a ditch and 
downhill towards the wet-weather creek and Coal Creek. 
stated the wet-weather creek was foamy and tall standing 
approximately 4 feet high in its deepest part. The water was 
black and gritty and smélled of hydrocarbons. stated 
he took a sample at this point and after this and 

shut off the three dischargin ipes. stated he 
and ordered 


TPI to stop pumping. 


[ ]stated they walked from the site following 
the discharge to Coal Creek. advised the wet-weather 
creek runs 250 yards to Coal Creek.[  ]stated the discharge 
into Coal Creek was black and foamy and he told them the 
foam alone would disallow а discharge.[  ]stated the water 


upstream of Coal Creek was only slightly discolored. x 
stated he was upset with Е. they were upset и 
with [Е suggested they wait until it rains 
and then there would not be a problem. 
[ — ]statea they then walked back up to the 61 acres 
where the land discharge was supposed to take place. 
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stated that when... ]was not present[ ]toia him he did 
exactly what the OCC had told him to do. 


[ ^ ]statea JACK STARR was also at the site that 
mornin had walked the creek with them and. was also upset 
О о eed STARR and told him they were 
going to road apply the sediment. then questioned them 


about doing another analysis of the sediment, not the water, 
as he was concerned with road applying this. 


ГО ] stated that the OCC permit allows for produced b6 
water to be discharged but the BTEX index alone shows a refined b7c 
roduct had been dumped there.[  ]stated he called 
of TPI in Wichita Falls, Texas and told him about the sample 

he had taken. ГО 6 ]encouraged him to send the sample Ко ROGERS 
TECHNICAL GROUP who did TPI's original water analysis. 

stated he also spoke with who advised 

him to send the sample to the Oklahoma State Department of 

Health environmental lab for analysis. 


ГС ]statea the next day he called Г) and told him 
where he sent the sample for analysis. [| became irritated 
and told him they (ТРІ) did what the OCC told them to do. 

ке dis the OCC told them to pump the fluid to 
the creek. stated[ ^  ]saia no, but they did what they 
were told to do. 


Memorandum @ е 


To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0С-50089) (Р) Date 10/2 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
ETAL; 

ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
ОО: Oklahoma City 


6/90 


b6 
b7C 


On October 26, 1990, this Agent met with[ 1 


OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION (OCC), Jim Thorpe 


Building, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. Also present were 


and OCC SPECIAL OPERATIONS UNIT FOR 
POLLUTION PREVENTION (SOUPP) member[ ^ | This Agent 


informed[ ^ ]that as a result of information furnished 
to the FBI by the SOUPP unit certain employees of the OCC 
in Ada, Oklahoma may be listed as targets of an investigation 


b6 
b"7C 


involving TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI). This Agent expressed his 
appreciation for working with the SOUPP unit in identifying: 
pollution problems and polluters in Oklahoma and looked 
advised 
they may file charges against TPI for OCC regulation violations 
and if it comes out that OCC employees acted improperly they 
would be reprimanded according to the degree of their actions. 


forward to a continuing working relationship. 


This Agent met with 


for the OCC and advised him of the above mentioned conversation 
with[ ^ ]advised he welcomed the continued support 
of the FBI in working with the OCC SOUPP unit on its original 


mission. 


This Agent was provided a copy of OCC Rule 3-110.3 One- b6 
Time Land Application of Fluids Bc fo reflects b7C 


the proper way to operate a surface discharge of fluids. 


advised that the method of application used by OCC 


and TPI does not conform to OCC regulations. 


This Agent spoke +о[ — | OKLAHOMA WATER 
RESOURCES BOARD, McAlester, Oklahoma, who advised his report on 
the TPI site is complete with photographs, lab analysis and 
related information and it will be in the Oklahoma City office 


of on Monday. 
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% U.S. иам. of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to Post Office Box 54511 
File No. 249-0C-50089 Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73154 
October 29, 1990 


Mr. 


b6 
Oklahoma Water Resources Board b7C 
1000 Northeast 10th Street 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73152 


Regarding your meeting with Special Agent[ | 
on October 29, 1990, this letter is to confirm his 
request for the workfile including photographs, laboratory 
analysis and any statements concerning the site in Hughes 
County where oil field waste was discharged into Coal Creek 
on October 1, 1990. Your continuing cooperation in this matter 
is greatly appreciated. * ne 


: b7C 
Sincerely yours, 


BOB A. RICKS 
Special Agent in Charge 


upervisory Special Agent 
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SubjctTEXACO PIPELINE INC, #7 Unclassified О Confidential [O Secret 
Wichit» Falis, Texas; 
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To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (Р) Date 11/13/90 


i b6 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
ОО: OKLAHOMA CITY 


Due to the amount of work and time spent on the above А 
captioned investigation which was necessary to immediately 
obtain the evidence of the violation this Agent was unable 
to utilize any time to continue investigating several other 
cases assigned to him. As this investigation is now almost 
complete this Agent will continue to devote his full time to 
all cases assigned to him. Because of the time spent on the 
above captioned matter this Agent was able to obtain evidence 
and statements which reflect TEXACO PIPELINE INC. committed 
Clean Water Act violations and they are presently considering 
pleading guilty to these violations rather than being indicted. 


(2.'- 249-0C-50089 
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Memorandum 


То : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089)(P) Date 11/14/90 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES-CWA 
00: Oklahoma City 


On 11/7/90, this Agent accompanied by Special Agent 


ЕВІНО, met with Attorney, 
TEXACO PIPELINE, INC. (TPI), at the COMPRI HOTEL CLUB, Lakewood, 
Colorado. This agent showed photographs of the TPI site 


in Hughes County, Oklahoma and informed him of the results of the 
investigation. This agent advised[ ]that a Clean Water Act 
(CWA) felony violation had occurred as TPI employees, in their 
statements, advised they knew the fluid being pumped from the pit 
was going into the creek (Coal Creek). This agent advised 

the penalties for a CWA felony violation were up to 
$50,000 per day of violation and/or three years in prison. 

was advised that because of the amounts of heavy metals 
in the solution, including lead, chromium and cadmium, this was 
almost a hazardous substance. advised that the TPI 
employees he had interviewed also advised they knew they were 
draining the solution into the creek. D isti he would 
recommend to the TPI president that the compan lead quilt 
CWA felony violation. This agent advised 


This agent advised 
would meet with AUSA next week and have him contact 


to arrange a meeting. 


Оп 11/8/90, [ ^  — ]teiephonically contacted this agent 
and advised he had informed the president of TPI that the FBI 
investigation had revealed a felony violation had occurred, 
Ге а ТРІ had attorneys from New York, New York and 
Tulsa, Oklahoma flying in to discuss the case and visit the site. 
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This agent telephonically contacted AUSA and 
advised him of all of tthe above information.  AUSA advised 
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То : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (P) Date 11/16/90 


b6 


Subject: ТЕХАСО PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES-CWA 
OO: OKLAHOMA CITY 


On November 13, 1990 [Г Attorney, TEXACO 
PIPELINE INC. (TPI), telephonically contacted this Agent and 
advised that JIM STURDIVANT of GABLE AND GOTWALS law firm in 
Tulsa, Oklahoma, telephone number 918/582-9201, will be b6 
representing TPI in the above captioned matter and all inquiries b7C 
should be directed through him. 


On November 14, 1990, this Agent picked up a workfile on 
the TPI site from Special Aqent, U.S. FISH & 
WILDLIFE, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. advised they had 
a file on the site before it had been changed or cleaned-up. 


‚ On November 15, 1990, this Agent met with 
OKLAHOMA STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH (OSDH), 
and enlisted his aid in the above captioned investigation. 
advised he would coordinate the laboratory results and 
have an expert ready to testify from the OSDH if needed. 


This Agent accompanied ьу[ _ | travelled to Muskogee, 


Oklahoma and met with Assistant United States Attorne ща 
and discussed the above captioned matter. b7c 


2 - Oklahoma City || |] b6 
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was advised of the official identity of inte 


viewing Agent and 
agreed to provide the following information. Ее, 


advised һе would talk only on. the condition that his name be 
kept confidential. ‚ at 


stated that 


b6 
b7C 
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БАС, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C~50089) (р) Cost Code: 3580 Date:11/1/90 


SubjectrgXACO PIPELINE INC, xt] Unclassified О Confidential ( Secret 


Wichita Falls, Texas; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES ~ СИА 


ENCLOSURES! Ө CUTE CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: 


TSize [Туре | ашпау | FTS: 734-1011 sa | 
аа | етт у 


ee | | | ШШ 


(color and black & white work will not be 
accepted on same request) 


WORK REQUESTED: 
C) Develop and print Теа. 3% x 5 
Other: 
Piease print 2 copies сі each of the 16 frames from 


the pisci in size 8" X 16". 
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0.8. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to Post Office Box 54511 
File No. Oklahoma City, OK 73154 
к November 19, 1990 


TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 

Wichita Falls, Texas; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CLEAN WATER ACT 


Above captioned investigation was initiated on 
October 18, 1990, based on information received on October 10, 
1990, from[. .. — _] who advised she heard that TEXACO had 
emptied an oil waste pit by pumping it directly into Coal Creek, 
which empties into Lake McAlester. 


On October 10, 1990, the Oklahoma Corporation 
Commission (OCC) Special Operations Unit for Pollution Prevention 
(SOUPP), was contacted and they advised that this, in fact, had 
happened. OCC SOUPP Employee and 

confirmed they had heard about this incident and 
provided a photocopy of an OCC Application for Surface Discharge 
dated September 27, 1990, signed by OCC Employee JACK STAR. This 
permit allowed for TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., Wichita Falls, Texas, 
to do a land discharge over 61 acres of 32,000 barrels of 
produced water. 


was apprised of the above mentioned , 
incident and told that the FBI would look into the matter. Also 
on October 10, 1990, Special Agent[  — J] v.s. Fish and 
Wildlife, Tulsa, Oklahoma, was advised of the possible Clean 
Water Act violation and to check for possible (fish kills) as a 
result of this incident. Special eo eee cea he would 
inforn| ^  ] with the Oklahoma State Department of 
Wildlife, to also be aware of the situation. 
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TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 
ET AL 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CLEAR WATER ACT 


e] Oklahoma Water Resources Board, 
McAlester, Oklahoma, was contacted regarding this incident and he 


advised he witnessed the discharge going into Coal Creek, as did 
advised he and 

observed TEXACO pumping the dark solution into a ditch which ran 

into a wet weather creek and into Coal Creek. [ ^ ]aàávisea he 

took photographs and a sample of the solution which the Oklahoma 

State Department of Health is analyzing. 


Attorney, TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., Denver, 
Colorado, was contacted and advised he had also heard that a 
discharge had accidentally occurred and had ended up in the 
creek. [t (ы TEXACO wished to cooperate in this matter 
and would allow its employees to be interviewed. 


On October 18, 1990, TEXACO employee 
advised he discharged the solution Monday, October 1, 1990, at 
8:00 a.m. until Tuesday, October 2, 1990, when he shut the pumps 
off. [|] advised the way the operation was set up, it had to 
run directly into the creek. а he did not set u 


the operation, as all he had to do was 
[| stated he heard they had followed 
instructions from е ОСС on how to do the discharge. 


On October 18, 1990, Assistant United States Attorney 
(А98А) [ | Eastern District of Oklahoma, е 


mE was EE the above information and advised 
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Date 11/19/90 


TO DIRECTOR, FBI 


FROM SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (P) 


SUBJECT ТЕХАСО PIPELINE, INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES-CWA; 
00: Oklahoma City 


Enclosed for the Bureau are the original and four 
copies of an LHM outlining the details of the investigation 
regarding above captioned matter. A copy of said LHM is being 
furnished to the United States Attorney, Eastern District of 
Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma, under separate cover. 


“- 


2.— Bureau (Enc. 5) 
| 2 - Oklahoma City 
ы = = | 
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Serialized 
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| Aa пя теле 


2ET~O¢6-S 9689 /7. 


Memorandum e Фф 


То : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (P) Dae 12/14/90 


: b6 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
ОО: Oklahoma City 


On December 13, 1990, this Agent, accompanied by 
Oklahoma State Department of 
(OSDH), traveled to Muskogee, Oklahoma and met with Assistant 
United States Attorney (aus) [ | Eastern District of 
Oklahoma, for a pre-arranged meeting with attorneys representin 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI). 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


12/17/90 


Date of transcription 


1 


Oklahoma 
Water ResdOurces Boar WRB) ,McAlester, Oklahoma, telephone 


number 918/426-5435, had previously been interviewed by this 
Agent and again agreed to provide the following information. 
was interviewed only about the ditch he observed on 
October 1, 1990, at the TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) site in 
Hughes County, Oklahoma: 
b6 
stated that the ditch he observed was cut ъ7с 
Бу the bulldozer as it was the only large machinery "out there". 
advised the banks of the ditch had "fresh, clean" dirt 
with no grass on it. advised the ditch ran for thirty 
yards up to a berm which was also fresh dirt and appeared to 
have been bulldozed up.[ 7. ]stateaā the berm directed the 
water beside the pond and on to the creek. stated 
he spoke to the contractor named who told him 
he owned the pumps used to pump the fluid from pit to pit. 
the cut ditch directed the fluid east to the 
berm. advised he did not know if[  ]ownea ос 
was operating the bulldozer. 
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1 


Oklahoma Water Resources Board 
(OWRB), McAlester, Oklahoma, telephone number 918/426-5435, 
had previously been interviewed by this Agent and again agreed 
to provide the following information. паана 2 interviewed 
only about the ditch he had observed on October 2, 1990 at the 


TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) site in Hughes County, Oklahoma: ue 


advised the ditch he observed was "mechanically ВТЕ 


cut", possibly by the bulldozer that was on site.[ ]statea 
the ditch was not formed by natural erosion and was not formed 
by the liquid flowing through it. stated the berm at the 
end of the ditch was also man-made and appeared to be made from 
the dirt scooped out of the ditch. ваша С this berm 
deflected the liquid to head easterly toward the pond and the 
creek. felt that the ditch and the berm were recently 
made as there was no dirt growing on each. 
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Oklahoma water 
resources Board (OWRB, McAlester, Oklahoma, telephone number 
918/426-5435, was advised of the official identity of interview- 
ing Agent and agreed to provide the following information: 


stated he has been employed by the OWRB for 
approximately and he accompanied 
on October ist, 1990, when they visited the TEXACO PIPELINE 
INC. (TPI) site in Hughes County, Oklahoma. 


b6 
b7C 


Regarding the ditch,[.  . ]aávisea it looked man-made 
and was freshly cut within probably 3-4 days of their visit. 
stated the berm at the end of the ditch appeared to be 
made of dirt from the ditch. stated there was no dirt 
growing on the ditch banks or berm. Stated the berm 
was "definitely made to" direct the water toward the creek. 
stated "you could tell it was done on purpose". 
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ROUTE TO PHOTO TECHNICIAN UPON RECEIPT 


From: Director, FBI 
(Attn: Photographic Processi, Jnit, Ат. 1B903 TL151) Al RTEL 
To: : n 4 
БАС, OKLAHOHA CITY (24900-50089) (2) Cost Code: 5550 Date: 11/77/90 


Unclassified О Confidential O Secret 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE ІНС.; 
OIL & GAS Е , 


b7C 


е а 


[її | кж 
едете ишсин аа 
T ишш ес PER у жа ашы 


d ЖЕ 


(specify) 
(color and black & white work will not be 
accepted on same request) 


ШЇ 


П Develop and print 1 ea. 3% x 5 E 
Other: 


Please priant two copies vf си ос the irames from the enclosed negatives 
S" zip" 

іп size 107. Algo wane и сору oi the uegativas, if possible, ив they 

ere borrowed зой must bu Sevan ad: 


JUSTIFICATION: On-goiug insvesragatioa 


PHOTO TECHNICIAN (Intl.) 


The above is 


O being sent under separate cover, via O registered mail 
П air freight 
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ыз 
was contacted at his place of employment and pge 
after being advised of the identity of the Agent, was served with a қус 
Federal Grand Jury Subpoena that was issued on December 17, 1990 by 


the Eastern District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma. The subpoena 
requested ооо 


Investigation on 12/20/90 | Вей 249-0c-50089 ьз 
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SUBPOENA ТО TESTIFY BEFORE GRAND JURY 


AO 110 (Rev. 10/82) 


United States District Court 


SUBPOENA FOR 


YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear in the United States District Court at the location, 
date, and time specified below to testify before the Grand Jury in the above entitled case. 


COURTROOM 


U.S. ATTORNEY 
UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE ROOM 333 
333 FEDERAL BUILDING 
5TH & OKMULGEE STREETS DATE AND TIME 
| MUSKOGEE, OK 74401 ja 
YOU ARE ALSO COMMANDED to bring with you the following document(s) or object(s): ^? 
b3 
b6 
al b7C 


ny „жЕ. ог Бу an officer acting 


This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted 1 
on behalf of the court. 


WILLIAM B. GUTHRIE 


NAME, ADDRESS ANO PHONE NUMBER OF ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY 


Thi ena 13 issued on a UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT GF JUSTICE 
This subpoéna is issued on application UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


of the United States of America by: EASTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 
333 FEDERAL COURTHOUSE 
FiFTH & OKMULGEE 
MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA 74401 


1) И not applicable, enter “none.” 


ДР. өе Soa ро 


RECEIVED 
BY SERVER 


SERVED 


SERVED ON (NAME) 


& ъз 
ХЕ b6 
b7C 


a U J 


TRAVEL SERVICES 


22 DECLARATION OF SERVER) 


| declare under penalty of ре 
information "212 in fhe Return 


я b7C 
до 


Executed on Е 


? ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 


2) As to who may serve a subpoena and the manner of its service see Rule 17(d), Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, or Rule 45(c), Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure. 


3) “Fees and mileage need not be tendered to the witness upon service of a subpoena issued on behalf of the United States or an officer or agency thereof 
(Rule 45(c), Federal Rules of Civil Procedure; Rule 17(d), Federal Rutes of Criminal Procedure) or on behalf of certain indigent parties and criminal 


defendants who are unable to pay such costs (28 USC 1825, Rule 17(b) Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure)” 
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C eee 
pd telephone number| | 
| | provided the following| ааа] b3 
pursuant to receiving a Federal Grand Jury subpoena dated b6 
December 13, 1990, issued in the Eastern District of Oklahoma: b7C 


Oklahoma City 


Investigation UCET Oklahoma File # 249-ОС-50089 b3 
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Memorandum Ө € 


To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089) (P) Рае 1/4/93 


b6 


Subject: ТЕХАСО PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA 
OO: OKLAHOMA CITY 


On January 2, 1990, this Agent saw a television newscast 
of the FBI investigation of TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) on 
Channel 4 at approximately 11:00pm. The FBI had not made a 
press release so it was undetermined where Channel 4 had gotten 
their information. This Agent received a telephone call from 
Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) [ Eastern District 
of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma, earlier in the da i 


| (АОЗА| |а150 advised that] 020900000) 


b5 
b6 
b7C 


This Agent contacted Special Agent[ ^ ^ 7] in the 
Muskogee Resident Agency and requested him to return Federal EN 


Grand Jury evidence which had been subpoenaed i NL 
[ 31 1-9 The evidence was sent via ро zm 
/ b3 


this date. 
b6 


. | к 
LEADS: 4 Me, | b7C 
OKLAHOMA CITY DIVISION М ра и | LI 


AT MUSKOGEE, OKLAHOMA. Will return Federal Grand Jury 
evidence zl [union was poubpoenaed from[ | 
ATE LEAD МЕ 
2 COVERED — 5/1] 
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FBI Examining Texaco's 


Cleanup Efforts in State 


By Bob Vandewater 
Staff Writer 
The FBI is looking into 


| allegations that a unit of 


' Texaco Inc. improperly 
| discharged as much as 

› 82,000 barrels of oil-field 
' fluids onto lands and into 
‚а creek near McAlester, 
' state and federal officials 
! have confirmed. 


John Raley, U.S. attor- 
iney for Oklahoma's 


‚ eastern federal district in . 


; Muskogee, confirmed the 


Texaco over cleanup её 
forts in Hughes County. 


The state Corporation 
Commission, which regu- 
lates Oklahoma petro- 
leum industry activity 
and has jurisdiction over 
oil-field pollution mat- 
ters, has also investigated 
the matter in connection 
with a pending contempt 
proceeding, а spokesman 
said Thursday. 


“Тһе commission's ac- 
tion is separate from the 
pending federal investiga- 


tion," he said. 

“The commission's re- 
cords pertaining to the al- 
leged incident have been 
subpoenaed by the FBI 
and will be supplied by a 
deadline of Jan. 8,” the 
state agency said in a pre- 
pared statement. 

Raley declined to say 
whether the commission 
documents would be 
passed to a grand jury 
that is expected to meet 
soon. He also declined to 
comment on reports that 


See TEXACO, Page 19 


(Indicate page, name of 

newspaper, city and state.) 
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Oklahoma City, OK 
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Date: 
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Classification: 
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249-0C-50089 


Indexing: 


' PBI was investigating - 
| From Page 13 
Athe grand jury would consider cri- 
minal charges in the matter. 


* Any investigation by any investi- 
gative agency has the potential for 
being a criminal investigation," Ra- 
ley said. : 


"Tt would be improper for me to 
, reveal what is going to be passed to 
the grand jury," Raley said. "Many 


times, a grand jury will just take - 


custody of certain records. ... Just 
because records are being reviewed 
' by a grand jury does not mean there 

' will be an indictment." 


' "Since the matter is now in litiga- 
tion it would be inappropriate for 
the commission to comment on the 
FBI’s investigation at this time,” the 
-commission’s statement said. 


But a commission administrative 
. law judge is scheduled Wednesday 
to conduct a hearing into a com- 
plaint filed last October against Tex- 
aco Pipeline Inc., of Wichita Falls, 

. Texas. 


‚ That complaint, filed by the com- 
. mission's own officials, alleges the 
company broke commission rules by 


improperly releasing ир to 39,000 


barrels of “deleterious substances" - 


from a pit in southeastern Hughes 
County. 


But a commission official said 
Thursday that the discharged: fluids 
consisted primarily of stormwater. 


A report by a Tulsa television sta- 
tion, citing an Oklahoma Water Re- 
sources Board memorandum, al- 
leged Texaco released “black, foam- 
ing waste fluid that smelled like 01)” 
from an oil-field pit into a pond and 
into Coal Creek. 


Jt was not known exactly how 
much of thé fluids reached Coal 
Creek, which serves as a backup 
source of fresh water for McAlester. 


Tests by the water resources 


board later showed the waste fluid © 


contained benzene, arsenic and lead, 
the memorandum reportedly said. 


Texaco Pipeline has filed a motion 
for the commission to postpone next 
week’s hearing into the commission 
staffers’ own complaint against the 
company pending completion of the 
federal probe. 


A hearing on that motion is sched- 


шей Monday. ^^ A 


A delay of in-depth commission | 
hearings into the case “15 necessary , 
to avoid infringement upon Texaco 
Pipeline Inc.'s due process rights," 
the company said in filed docu-, 
ments. 


| 

With separate cases proceeding at! 
the same time, a company witnessi 
can either "offer testimony in the 
(commission) administrative рго-! 
ceeding and jeopardize his defense: 
in the criminal case or he asserts: 
his Fifth Amendment privilege (in. 
the federal case) and risks an ad-i 
verse judgment in the administra- | 
tive proceeding," the company said. | 


The company said it "recognizes ' 
that as a corporation it does not pos- | 
sess a Fi Amendment right, 
against self-incrimination.” 

But the company said, “the real | 
issue then is .. whether Texaco 
Pipeline Inc. can effectively defend 
(itself at) this (commission) adminis- 
trative proceeding without infring- 
ing upon the Fifth Amendment priv- 
Пере applicable to its knowledgeable ” 
individual employee witnesses. The ; 
answer is ‘no. ” 
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ETT agents investigate 
-Possible dumping of toxic 


E Ж 1 


waste. near. McAlester - [x 


Е ^" DONNA HALES sources Board show the vto fluid 
227 Phoenix Staff Writer ^, ^: "in question’: ‘contains? Е ars 


pues FBI: special, agents , are, ` zin- ; senic and le d. 
иа "vestigating. allégations that"Téxàto a 


dx je 


среди 


7-7 Ine. released thousands .of barrels 


of.toxic oil waste into a backup 


: water source for McAlester. 


“U.S. Attorney John Raley’ said 


-Wednesday the investigation into 


othe discharge of as much as 32,000 


„gallons of the oily waste is ongoing, Я 


“We have communicated „уһ 


"representatives from Texaco,” > 
| Haley said. *No charges have been 


„Ше. We expect a resolution in one 


. мау or other іп! Ше next couple of. 


2 Week 299 % э, 
“The ‘site іп question is a 2-асге 
7 waste pit. The releases allegedly 
,Were into a pond and into Coal 
7” Creek west of McAlester. 
KTUL-TV reported | Wednesday 
„that tests by the state Water Re- 


, ааа | 


‚ agents of the FBI pu 


d р. вън 
It is not Шш how. indi каше: 
may have entered Coal, Creek. . 
State records show the pit. orginally Ж 
contained 392,000: barrels" ОЁ, oil 4 


waste: : ГУК 


Тһе: U.S.. Environmental Protec- 
‚ tion Agency always is interested in 


any.sort of allegation of. this kind, 

Raley, said. But the investigation 

now is exclusively: with- n 
klah 


City, he said.” 


Raley confirmed фе FBI hes’ 'ob- 


tained records from the Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission, which 


regulates oil pollution cleanups, 1f. 
it is determined that: violations . 


have occurred, the law provides for 
crirninal charges, if appropriate, or 
substantial civil penalties .could. be 
assessed, Raley said., ". · 
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State doubts Texaco waste 


‘Local /State_ 


(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 


rey ak - 


Оновоу- Dally 


met water norms. 


- . STUART (AP) — State water officials disputed - 
claims Thursday by Texaco Inc. that wastewater 
discharged into a creek near McAlester “ог the 

‘most part” met state drinking water standards. 

` US. Attorney John Raley in Muskogee earlier 
confirmed the FBI was looking into allegations 
Texaco dumped thousands of barrels of oily 
waste in October into Coal Creek, a backup water 

- source for McAlester. 

Meanwhile, the state Corporation Commission 
said it had filed a contempt action against Tex- 
aco Pipeline Inc., for “inappropriate discharge of 
fluids” at the site i in Hughes County. 

It said its action was separate from the federal 
investigation. 

"Texacó spokesman Dan Stevens said Thursday 
the company had tried to prevent any waste 


into Coal Creek, including bulldozing a dike to 


«Е we were asked, based оп the inspector's 
report, the surface quality standards ... were 
not met," Dillon said. “We wouldn't allow foam 
to be discharged into waters of the state." 

Also Thursday, the Corporation Commission 
said it had filed a complaint against Texaco 
Pipeline. It alleges the subsidiary violated a state 
permit when it discharged fluid from the pit onto 
nearby farmland last fall. 


The commission, which regulates oil pollution 
cleanup, said it planned hearings on the com- 
plaint Monday and Wednesday. The complaint 
was filed Nov. 14. 


'The commission also confirmed its records 
about the pit in Hughes County were subpoenaed 
фу the ЕВЕ. It said the FBI asked for the records 
by Tuesday, the same day a federal grand jury is 
expected to convene in Muskogee. 


flowing from a 2-acre waste pit into a pond and , 


ss the flow. 

Stevens also said water in the pit, estimated at 
32,000 barrels, met "for the most part" Ok- 
lahoma's drinking water standards. He said the | 
water was used to produce steam, which powered 
pumps for Texaco pipelines. 

But Andrew Husky, the McAlester office man- 
ager for the Oklalioma Water Resources Board, 
described in an Oct. 29 memorandum that water 
flowing into Coal Creek through a bulldozed 
channel was a "black, foaming waste fluid that . 
smelled like oil.” 

Husky also reported to the agency’s water- 
quality division the waste was discoloring Coal 
Creek to a dirty brown. | 

Dave Dillon, chief of the division in Oklahoma 
City, said those two observations violate the 
State's surface-water quality standards — much 
less the stricter, drinking standards. | 
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Memorandum 


То : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-OC-50089)(P) Рае 1/15/91 
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Subjet: ТЕХАСО PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ОО: Oklahoma City 


On January 8, 1991, this Agent was attending an 
Environmental Crimes Conference in New Orleans, Lousi 
and met with Assistant United States Attorney (AUSA) 
Eastern District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma, 
and Attorney, 0.5. Department of Justice, 
Washington, D.C., to discuss the investigation of TEXAC 
PIPELINE INC. 
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Date of transcription. . 1/17/91... 


1 
telephone number was 


advised of the official identities of interviewing Agents and agreed 


to provide the following information: b6 


b7C 


a white male 
SSAN# 


stated he was interviewed regarding the 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) matter before Christmas 1990 by TPI 
attorney stated he signed a statement that he 


made that day. 


[ ]statea the pit that TPI was preparing to empty 
was approximately twenty-five years old and was composed of the three 
to four feet of "BS" that came from old oil storage tanks that have since 
been torn down. stated TPI ее him 
to assist with a land application of fluids which they had a permit for 
from the Oklahoma Corporation Commission (OCC). stated he saw a 


copy of this permit one time that OCC employee һаа. С] 
stated to operate the bulldozer at the 

Д site in Hughes County, Oklahoma. stated he has done several 
land applications in the past and for this operation showed 
him the procedure they would use.[ ^  ]statea they were going to divert 
water to the west into a series of small dykes which they el] b6 
explained they would cut ditches allowing the fluid to go from one b7C 


dyke to another and the fluid would eventually evaporate from these 
dykes. 


was shown a geographical map of the area which was 
taken from the OCC Application For Surfaee Discharge that TPI submitted 
to the occ.[ — identified the primary pit, where the secondary pit 
and series of dykes were located, the barbed-wire fence, where a farm 
pond was located, and where Coal Creek continues south of the farm pond. 

stated| ^ ]was directed by someone at the site to cut a 

ditch using the bulldozer running west to east. stated this ditch 
would direct the fluid east and then south and the fluid was supposed to 
go into the £ieid.[ ^ ]pointea out the ditch ran along the barbed-wire 
fence and was just south of the primary ріс. ]statea they were going 
to use this ditch the second week of operation which would have been the 
first week of October 1990. 
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че _ ИР KM] 
stated "water runs downhill and everybody knew eventually 


| some of this shit would get into the creek". stated he knew the 

A water was tested and if wildlife was living in it it was not hazardous. 

| stated the ТРТ employees told him they did not want the fluids 
getting into the creek but they knew that eventually some might get into 
the ereek.[ _] stated the first week the fluids went west and the 
second week the fluids went east and that is when the problems started. 


stated that on Monday October lst, TPI employee 
opened the gate and let him in. stated that also 
present was and 
stated was there to assist keep the pumps 
running which were pumping fluid from the primary pit to the secondary 
ЕРА s acute the pumps were running and the the flumes were 
discharging approximately twelve barrels of fluid a minute. 
stated he al [иш the perimeter and also keeping the pumps 
| running which involved keeping them full of олер үл "in 
my opinion they (TPI) eventually knew it (fluids) was migrating towards 
the creek" and the fluids would go through the grass which would catch 
the contaminants allowing the clean water to continue on. stated 
the discharging fluids were "slightly discolored" and there was a little 
| foam which stayed around the flumes.[ ^ ]stated no foam left the site, 
however, he did not walk the path the fluids took toward the creek. 
stated he worked until and did not 
return until the next day. stated some people from the Oklahoma 
Water Resources Board (OWRB) but they did not talk to him. 


b6 
b7C 


[  ]stated that the next morning, Tuesday, he came out 
and the pumps were turned-off. stated that OWRB employee 
was present and took two fluid samples by the flumes and then 
walked by the farm pond and down to the creek. stated[ ^  ]couia 
have taken more samples but he did not walk with So he did not see. 
stated he heard the reason the pumps were shut off was because 
they were told they could not let the fluids go into the creek. 
stated that also present were OCC imas toni possibly b6 
JACK stare Сто еще he did not know how much of the fluids went b7C 


into the creek. stated he did not know if TPI employee 


С һа done а land application before but to him 
Г ]statea[ |ассед very aggressive and seemed upset. 


[ ^ ]stated we don't need a Water Board in Oklahoma, they're only a 
жалын drawing high salaries. There's no water problem in Oklahoma". 


stated TPI and the OCC made 100Zof the decisions, he only made 
suggestions.[ ^ ]stated "we just furnished equipment and manpower and 
did as we were told". 
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ГО 9 Ц|есасед the fluids did not go into the farm р b6 


stated salt is not bad to put in a pond as it cleans up the water. 
stated it makes the water real clear. advised snakes, frogs and 
turtles will get out as they do not like salt. 


Г [| stated he was at the OCC in Oklahoma ES yesterday 


and they cleared the building because of a bomb scare. stated he 
is scared of because the first thing he 
heard him say is he was going to clean up the environment. 


,Page 
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employee, 
telephone number was 


advised of the official identities of interviewing Agents and the nature 


А Е К и : : b6 
of the interview. agreed to provide the following information: 


b7C 


SSAN# stated 


a white male 
he has been employed b 
stated he has 


stated he was and is the bulldozer operator at the 
TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) site in Hughes County, Oklahoma.| ^ ]was 
shown a geographical map of the area which was taken from the Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission T пада For Surface Discharge that ТРТ 


had submitted to the OCC. identified the primary pit and the area 
where the secondary pit was located, the barbed-wire fence, a farm pond 
area and the approximate vicinity of Coal Creek.[ ^ ^ ]statea he helped 
install the flumes into the secondary pit where they put three or four 
six inch flumes (pipes).[  — ]statea this was all done during the first b6 
week of operation which was the last week of зш | b7C 
that a TPI employee named[  |С5М UNKN) advised him to cut a ditch 
along the barbed-wire fence which runs east to west and at the east end 
of the ditch to pile up the dirt from the ditch.[ | stated this 
was done to keep the fluid from the pits from going into the farm pond. 
stated this was not done to send the water into Coal Creek. 
stated this ditch and pile2óf dirt would send the water south. 
could not explain how the fluid could go south, which is down- 
hill, and not go into the creek. stated the fluid was supposed 
to go onto the ground and be soaked-up. stated he observed OCC 
Et wr и. the site during week one but he never 


gave him any orders or directives. 


stated that he left the site that Friday and did 
not return until Tuesday October 2, 1990.[ ^ |всагеа he was there 
before anyone else got there Monday morning and he began running the 
bulldozer "crowding" the primary аа a he observed 

show up and they had shut off the pumps that morning. 


stated it is very loud working the bulldozer and he cannot hear people 
talking unless they are right next to him.[ | stated he did not 
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know why they shut off the pumps and the flumes as he did not hear them 
- tenens терең р he did not go into the field where the discharge 
had occurred and he did not observe any fluid going into the creek. 
stated he had seen frogs in the fluid where it was draining from 
the flumes.[ ^ ]stated he saw of the Oklahoma Water b6 
Resources Board show up and meet with TPI employees and OCC employees. ътс 


stated he observed take a fluid sample from the secondary 
pit area and walk down towards the creek where he believes he took 
another sample. 


| [_] statea that ТРТ attorney[ | |һай interviewed 


| him at an earlier date and tape recorded that interview. 


А 
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JACK MAYES STARR, Manager, District 4, Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission, 703 North Broadway, Ada, Oklahoma, 
telephone number 405/332-3441, was advised of the official 
identity of interviewing Agents, the nature of the interview, 
and agreed to provide the following information: 


STARR, a white male, born 4/26/18, SSAN# 440-09-8932, 
stated he has been employed by the Oklahoma Corporation 
Commission (OCC) for five years. STARR advised he started out 
working in the Technicál Department under[ ^ Jana then 
was transfered to Ada as the Assistant Manager about three 
years ago. STARR stated his experience comes from previously 
working for various drilling contractors worldwide and at one 
time he was Director of the Petroleum Club in Tulsa, Oklama. 
STARR stated he put in two years of college before working as 
a roughneck. 


b6 
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STARR stated he has eleven OCC Field Inspectors 


he supervises and two office employees. STARR advised that 
За pompe poe —————/‚* 


he became Assistant Manager. 


STARR advised he was contacted by TEXACO PIPELINE INC. 
(TPI) employee regarding obtaining a permit to 
land apply the fluids from the pit in Hughes County, sometimes be 
referred to as the Stuart pit. STARR advised TPI had been in Bie 
contact with the Oklahoma Water Resources Board (OWRB) and 
OWRB епроуее| ПП Ц|рай an analysis that TPI had sent 
him which Rogers Technical Group had performed. STARR advised 
he had visited the site much earlier with employees of the 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife (USFW) and TPI employees who had been 
around when this pit was filled. STARR stated he learned this 
pit fluid was full of tank bottoms which is made up of "BS" 
or flushes through an oil pipeline. STARR advised there would 
not have been any produced (chloride) water in this pit as 
this would have been separated out before going into the tanks. 
STARR advised the water in the pit would have come from rain 
which fell into the pit over the past ten years or more. 
STARR advised this rain water could be land applied but if it 


Һай been produced water it could not have been. 
Oklahoma City 
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STARR stated that when he had visited the site earlier 
he had noticed places where the pit had been overflowing with 
oil and it had dropped "clods" of oil down the back side. STARR 
advised that south of the pit and west of the farm pond is a 
"slough" or ditch which was formed by rain water running down 
the hill from the pit. STARR advised this area is a lowpoint and 
runs to Coal Creek. STARR advised he knew this area and would 
not have the land application go in this direction. 


STARR stated after TPI sent a copy of the water and 
ground analysis to the OWRB he also received a co and reviewed 
it. STARR stated he contacted OWRB En loe г =) and 
asked him if he had any problems with the OCC doing a land 
application of these fluids. STARR advised told him 
he thought it was okay but the "Ph was a little high". STARR 
stated he called OCC Underground Injection Control (UIC) 
employee[ Да Oklahoma City, who also had a co of 
the analysis and asked him his opinion. STARR advised | 
told him the fluids would be okay for a land application 


which specified "evaporation and absorption". STARR stated 
it is standard procedure for aub okay a 
land application and that they always review a analysis 
report before okaying a permit. 


STARR stated he went to the site before they began 

the discharge, which would have been week #1, and he spoke 
to the TPI employees there. STARR stated he specifically 
told them, as са |] that "whatever you do, don't let 
it go down there". STARR stated he pointed out to TPI employees 
where Coal Creek was and advised them not to send any fluids 
south, which is downhill, or it would go into the creek. STARR 
stated that first week they sent the fluids west into a series 
of ditches until the land became totally saturated. STARR 
stated the procedure they used was to put centrifigal pumps 
on the bank of the primary pit and drop in the hoses which 
sank to the bottom. STARR stated they pumped this fluid, 
which was an amber colored water, into a secondary pit just 
west of the primary pit. STARR advised they put three pipes 
or flumes into the bank of the secondary pit which took the 
bottom fluids from the pit which were to be applied to the land. 
STARR stated that at the same time they had 

running a bulldozer crowding the primary pit which stirred 
up some of the solution causing the discharge water to be 
discolored. STARR stated that since this was not saltwater it 
was acceptable for a land application. 


b6 
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STARR produced а copy of the land application witha 
geographical map of the site. This map did not show the farm 
pond or where fluid later entered Coal Creek but STARR showed 
where these items would be in relation to everything. 


STARR stated he was not at the site Friday afternoon 
or Monday October 1, 1990. STARR stated he received a telephone 
call from OWRB employee[ |чһо told him the water had 
gotten away from them and went into the creek. STARR stated he 
went to the site and pulled-up at the same time as he did. 
STARR stated was there working the bulldozer and 
showed up later but he (STARR) did not talk to them. 
STARR stated the pumps were not running but the flumes were still 
discharging water. STARR stated OCC 
was present and had told them to shut down the operation. STARR 
stated he told the TPI employee to shut off the flumes and to 
get the bulldozer to stop the fluid from running down the hill. b6 
STARR stated they did this but fluid had gone downhill besides b7C 
the farm pond and was still going to the creek. STARR stated 
this was the first time he saw the ditch that ran west to east 
along the barbed-wire fence which channeled the water to a berm 
which deflected it downhill. STARR stated this ditch was not 
there the week before and he did not instruct anyone to construct 
it. STARR stated һе ГГ Jana the TPI employee, possibly 
walked the area to the creek. STARR stated the 
water flowing to the creek was amber colored and had a "light 
tan foam". STARR advised there were bubbles where the fluid 
immediately entered the creek and there was foam in the weeds 
in spots along the creek bank. STARR stated that the day this 
happened was Tuesday, October 2, 1990, and was earl in the 
morning. STARR stated he did not Е "it was 
done" and the best thing to do now was to divert the fluids 
to where they were supposed to go. 


STARR stated[| | had commented to him he did not 
know the creek was there. STARR advised he did not recall any 
other statements[ | made. STARR stated his original plan 
was to spray this fluid onto the dry ground which was full 
of cracks and let it absorb and evaporate. STARR stated the 
oil waste at the bottom of the pit was to be spread onto 
roads which the Oklahoma County Commissioners would okay. 


b6 
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1 b6 


‚ On Janua 25, 1991 provided the following Е 
information to SA b7E 


Source stated 


nva Сз 


—_. 
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a Oklahoma Corporation 
Commission (OCC), District IV, Ada, Oklahoma 74820, telephone 


number 405/332-3441, was met_at the OCC office in the Jim Thorpe 
Building in Oklahoma City.[ | was advised of the official 
identities of interviewing Agents and agreed to provide the 
following information: 


b6 
bp7C 


Stated he. 


to recall the events which led up to the 
discharge of fluids by TEXACO PIPELINE INC. (TPI) in October 1990. 


[stated that on July 18, 1990, he first located the 
Site in Hughes County which consisted of two large pits of oil 
and rainwater.[ ]stated a few days later he met with 
U.S. Fish & Wildlife,[ ^ 1] Oklahoma Water Resources Board 
(OWRB), and employees of KOCH PIPELINE to determine who owned the 
land and the pits.[ ^ ]stated he ла |АСК STARR b6 
reviewed county records and determined that TPI had previously b7C 
owned the location and had probably created the pits. 


stated that on August 21, 1990, he met with ТРТ 
employee and OCC District Manager JACK STARR at the 


site. originally denied that TPI put the oil 
in the pits. advised they took photographs and later measured 
the pits. 


[J advised that on September 6, 1990, he again met with 
[ Та the pit and they took samples of the fluids and the banks 
which were later submitted to ROGERS TECHNICAL GROUP for analysis. 
stated this was a standard procedure before deciding what to 
do with the fluids as they first wanted to know exactly what they b6 
were dealing with.[ ^ ]stated he did not recall when, but sometime BIG 
in this time frame TPI decided the pits were theirs and they would 
clean them up.[ ^ advised that the best way to dispose of the 
fluids was by Land Application, based on the analysis of the samples. 
stated that on September 24, 1990, he spoke to the County | 
Commissioners about using the oil to spread оп roads.[ ^ |адчізей 
this would have been the first week of the operation. 
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[  ]statea that he told the TPI employees everyday that 
he did not want the fluids going into the creek and he pointed out 
to them where the creek was located. was shown a geographical 
map of the агеа and he pointed out where the farm pond, barbed- 
| wire fence and a continuation of the creek is located.[ ]statea 
that during the first week they discharged the fluids to the west 
in a series of dykes. stated that before they started any 
| discharging they got together and discussed how this would be done. 


stated that resent were TPI em ioyees[ ^ ]ana 
| ne (Cos 


stated everything was going fine when he left on 
Friday. stated he did not notice any ditch running along the 


fence when he left. b6 
b7C 


stated he returned to the site on Tuesday, October 2, 
1990, at approximately advised the fluid was going 
downhill towards the creek and he noticed the ditch running west 
to east along the fence and the dyke which deflected the fluids 
downhill. stated this was the first time he met TPI employee 
and was gone. 
stated he told "bulldoze" the land off to cut the 
flow of fluids. was nervous and upset and toid 
him "they did not tell him the creek was р" 
told him he would do whatever they could to stop the flow 
and this was done.[ | Stated STARR and OWRB employee 
showed up and walked the site down to the creek. 
stated there was foam south of the faxm pond where the fluids had 
run by and he would guess that approximately 70-80 barrels of 
fluid made it to the creek. 


to 


[ — ]statea he does not think TPI discharged the fluids 
into the creek on purpose but that[ ^ did not tell 

the creek was there and he should not discharge the fluids 
south. could not explain the purpose of the ditch and dyke 
other than to divert water south and downhill. 


b6 


The following information was obtained by observation and nae 


interview: 


NAME г 


КАСЕ White 
SEX Male 


DATE OF BIRTH 
SOCIAL SECURITY 
ACCOUNT NUMBER 
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Oklahoma State Department of Health (OSDH) Laboratory, 1000 
Northeast 10th Street, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, was advised of 


the official identity of interviewing Agent and agreed to 
provide the following information: 


| [stated he has been with the OSDH Laboratory for се 
ladvised he] | 


almost 


reviewed the OSDH analysis sheet for sample % 


193646 collected 10/2/90 by Oklahoma Water Resources Board (OWRB) 
eo o EE ieng he would be the person from 
the OSDH to testify as an expert in this matter. 


[| statea he did not find this analysis "horrible 
or_upsetting" as the levels are so low, possibly from dilution. 
mama СИ advised this was a pure sample of fluid coming from 
a pit and was not collected from the creek. advised he 
would personally not seek prosecution on somebody using these 
бз [ааа if he ran a stream of water across а 
parking lot he would get higher levels than what this analysis 
reflects. advised that "worse stuff" runs off of a storm 
sewer. also advised that if this went into a lake from 
which public drinking water is taken, worse pollution comes 
out of the cars driving around the lake and does go into the lake. 


b6 
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[ _ ]statea he did not mean this fluid was safe to 
drink or that he was not bothered by this going into the lake. 
stated that the levels of chemicals listed on this 

analysis were so low that it is not a really bad pollutant. 

E a that the chemist comments on page two reflect that 
based upon a hydrocarbon scan this fluid had some of the same 
characteristics as diesel or jet-A fuel.[  ]stated that the 
high iron and manganese levels could have come from the soil 

in the а the toluene and xylene levels are 
within the safe drinking water standards (SDWS) and the other 
chemicals are not even listed on the SDWS. 
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Subject: ТЕХАСО PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL AND GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
Environmental Crimes - Clean Water Act 
OO: Oklahoma City 


On February 15, 1991, United States Attorney (USA) JOHN 
RALEY, Eastern District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma and 
Assistant United States Attorney "^U — visited 
the FBI in Oklahoma City and met with this Agent and Supervisory 
Special Agent (SSA) di | i 
of TEXACO PIPELINE INC. 


b5 
b6 
b7C 
After USA RALEY and AusA[ — ]zest the office this Agent 

received a facsimile from TPI Attorney regarding 

the site in Hughes County. This facsimile also went to the OCC, 

Oklahoma Water Resources Board (OWRB), OSDH, and the USA's office. 

This facsimile discussed the agreement between the OCC, OSDH and 

OWRB on how the site would be cleaned-up and that it would start 

immediately. 
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FROMM: KONICA FAX e TO: 405 842 7471 


Ф 27, 1988 2:52PM #738 P.@i 


Ше Е 


ТЕХАСО TRADING AND TRANSPORTATION INC 
1670 BROADWAY, SUITE 2900 
DENVER, COLORADO 80202 - 


THE FOLLOWING 15 OUR MACHINE FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE: 


MACHINE ТҮРЕ GROUP NUMBER 
KONICA 550 2&8 ИНЕ 
МЕ HAVE „А PAGE(S) ТО SEND, EXCLUDING [s PAGE. Е i 


NEED CONFIRMATION OR A RESEND OF ANY PAGE, PLEASE CAL 


WITHIN 20 MINUTES. 
DELIVER ТО: | | 
LOCATION: Federal Bureau of Investigation b6 


b7C 


TELECOPYNUMBER: (405) 842-7471 


VERIFICATION NUMBER: (405) 842-7471 


FROM: DEPT. LEGAL DEPT. 


SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS: 


FROM:KONICA FAX o TO: 


o 27, 1989 2:53PM Н7ЗА Р.Р 


405 842 7471 


Texaco Pipeline inc 
02 4826 


February 15, 1991 


SEE DISTRIBUTION LIST 


Gentlemen: 


Attached please find a co 


of a letter agreement between 
at the Oklahoma Corporation 


for Texaco Pipeline Іпс., se g 
the remediation plan for the Stuart Station site in Hughes County 
Oklahoma. This work plan was written after consultation with the 


Corporation Commission, Water Resources Board and the Department of 
Health Air Quality Service. 


If you have any concerns, questions or comments regarding this 
remediation plan, please contact either пе at the number listed 


mimus ox at my none, Do cer et | 


57 ге 


orney 


1670 Broadway | D U aM PEE 
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ЕКОМ: KONICA FAX 


DISTRIBUTION LIST 


EN Attorney 


Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
400 Jim Thorpe Building 
Oklahoma City, ОК 73105 


Jack Starr 

District Manager 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
Oil and Gas Conservation Division 
703 N. Broadway 

Ada, OK 74820 


= Resources Board 


Р.О. Box 53585 
Oklahoma City, ОК 73152 


Water Resources Board 
600 М, Harvey 
Oklahoma City, OK 73101-0150 


Water Resources Board 


321 S. 3rd St,, Suite 5 
McAlester, OK 74501 


John Raley 

0. 5. Attorney 

Eastern District of Oklahoma 
333 Federal Courthouse 
Fifth & Okmulgee 

Muskogee, OK 74401 


Р.О. Box 160 
McAlester, OK 74502 


Oklahoma Department of Heaith 
Air Quality Service 

1000 М.Е, 10th St. 

Oklahoma City, OK 73152 


* 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 
50 Penn Place, Suite 1600 
Oklahoma Cíty, OK 73118 


@ то: 405 B42 7471 


ф“ 1989 2:53PM #730 Р.03 
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FROM: KONICA FAX @ TO: 405 842 74°71 o 27. 1989 2:53PM #730 Р.04 
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0, 6, Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Division of Law Enforcement 

902 N.W. 59th Street 

Oklahoma City, OK 73118 


E 


("тр") 


us 


bipoline МЕ чо (иооджа 
Texeco Pipoling : t Yo? 4526 


Pebruary 15, 1991 


| Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
Jim Thorpe Office Building 
Oklahoma City, OK 73205 


КТГ кен 
ва [| 


Т ап writing to more fully explain Texaco Pipeline Inc.'s 


lans to remediate the Stuart Btation site in Hughes 


County Oklahoma, 
Dased on our conversations earlier іп the week, TPLI plans to: 


(1) 


(2) 


(3) 


(4) 


(5) 


(6) 


combine the storm water and solid waste in the three 
waste containment pits into one consolidated pit; | 


de-water this consolidated pit via aeration and spray 
applications 


move the solid waste remaining due north яо Ай to prevent 
ponding of rain water or migration of solids; 


mix the solid waste with native soils to obtain a 
consistency which ів acceptable to the Hughes County 


Commissioners for road application: 


truck this prepared material to the site of application 
as designated and controlled by the local Oklahoma 
Corporation Commission office and the Hughes County 


Commissioners; and 


prepare the remediated property and sow it with native 
grasa seed. 


TPLZ has completed step опа of this plan and hopes to begin 
de-watering, step two, today. 


FROM: KONICA FAX e TO: 405 842 7471 o 27, 1989 2:54PM #730 Р.05 
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Oklahoma Corporation Commission 


February 25, 1991 
Pago Two 


: ined he 
t you concur with this plan ав outl 
a tan eras where indicated, and fax а сору to srt 
| | А copy of the fully oe leta datos Qe. en 
sted іп this matter, 
ыыы луд Department of НФА1ЇҺ Air Quality Service, 


с. Oklahoma Corporation Commission 
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5100 Fine Could 


(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 

page lC, 4C Тһе Daily Oklahoman 
Okla. City, OK 
4/28/91 


Date: 


By Bob Vandewater 
Staff Writer 
Hitting a company the size of Texaco 
with a $100 fine can hardly be called a : 
punishment. Е 
But in this case, perhaps the punish- 
ment was getting dragged into court at 


And now, at least a couple of state 
Corporation Commission officials are 
concerned that the exercise may dis- 
courage some oil companies from doing 
certain voluntary work as good citizens. 

А $100 fine is all that is recommended 
by a Corporation Commission hearing 
officer for a 1990 Texaco pollution inci- 
dent in Hughes County that about four 
months ago was the subject not only of 
a commission investigation but also of 
an FBI probe. 

'The recommendation is part of a new 
report from commission administrative 
law judge Jeff Craig. The report con- 
tains his findings from a hearing into 
whether Texaco. Pipeline Inc.'s efforts to 
clean up an old oil-field pit led to an 
illegal discharge of pit fluids into a near- 
by creek. 

In January, state and federal officials 
confirmed they were looking into allega- 
tions that Texaco may have wrongfully 
discharged up to 82,000 barrels of oil- 
field pit fluids, some of which reportedly 
got into a creek that is a backup source 
of fresh water for nearby McAlester in 
Pittsburg County. 

But Craig’s report says probably only 
an estimated “75 to 85 barrels were al- 


Be Costly 


Officials Fear Action 
Discourages Cleanup 


before the discharge.” 


“There was testimony that the (pit) | 
water was oily and slick ... and hada. 
strong hydrocarbon smell ... similar to 


oil and gas or diesel,” Craig said. 
But Texaco had not owned the Stuart 


Station pit site since selling it in 1978. 


and was just trying to clean up the area 
after getting permission from the pre- 


sent individual landowner to do so, Ше. 


report said. 
In any event, "testimony indicates no 
one actually knows what the fluid con- 


tained in the Stuart Station pit was nor . 


where it came from," Craig said. There 
was some speculation the fluid may 


have been rainwater mixed with sludge ` 


from the bottom of the pit. 
Commission ой and gas field inspector 
Billy Moss testified that last year he did 


observe a brownish fluid being pumped : 
from the pit and running into Coal · 


Creek, which eventually flows into Lake 
Eufaula. 

“Texaco had obtained a permit to dis- 
charge the fluids from the Stuart Sta- 
tion pit. ... (But) testimony is undisputed 
that while pumping the water out, the 
liquids ran into a nearby pond, down a 
wet weather creek and into Coal 


Creek," outside the permitted area and , 
in violation of commission rules, Craig . 


said. 


Moss testified, though, that he believes | 


Техасо did not let the fluids "escape on 


purpose but instead thinks the fluids , 
that entered the creek did so accidental ' 
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' used, Operated and maintained at all 
‚ times so as to prevent pollution," Craig 
' “к “Theyre has been a violation of this 
rule." 

' He also concluded, though, “that а 
finding that the violation was willful or 
‘intentional is necessary to hold a com- 
грапу in contempt of the commission.” 

| If Texaco Pipeline was shown to have 
iviolated any commission rules, which 
‘the company denies, “апу such viola- 
‘tion was unintentional, accidental, mis- 
‘taken and occurred while Texaco Pipe- 
Пле was voluntarily undertaking in 
igood faith certain remedial actions un- 
ider supervision of the commission,” the 
‘company said. “Therefore, Texaco Pipe- 
iline should not be held in contempt.” 


E a 


However, Craig held, “if a commission 
rule is even accidentally violated, the 
act of willfully participating in a regu- 
lated activity is enough to satisfy the 
requirement of there being а willful 

“Tt appears from the testimony ... that 
Texaco was acting with nothing but 
good faith regarding this entire project. 
They did not own the land where the pit 
is located, having sold it years ago. It is 
therefore unclear as to whether they 
had a responsibility to clean up the pit 
at all,” Craig’s report says. 

“Furthermore, there was no evidence 
presented of permanent damage to the 
physical surroundings of the pit as a 
result of Texaco's violation of these 


As a result, Craig said in his report, 
“Tt seems to the administrative law 
judge that to fine Texaco stiffly would 
discourage operators from ever taking 
on environmental clean-up projects ... 
(and) that the violations complained of 
were not so culpable as to justify the 
imposition of a heavy. fine.” 

Thus, Craig recommended “that Texa- 
co be fined a total of $100 as the whole 
fine covering all of the violations.” 

Commission officials have said they do 
not plan to seek a larger fine through 


appeal. 

But although the fine apparently will 
be small, one Corporation Commission 
official, who did not want to be identi- 
fied, said the damage done to the state’s 
relationship with Texaco may be more 
sizable. 

“In essence, Texaco did the state a 
favor by spending about $250,000 of its 
own money to close a pit even though 
they didn’t own it, and then we nipped 
them,” he said. 

«1 have a strong feeling Texaco is not 
going to ever offer to do us a favor like 
this again,” he said. 


See TEXACO, Page 4-C 
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. i Moreover, said the com- 


mission official, “thousands 
‘of dollars” of commission 
employees’ time and work 
was spent investigating, 
preparing and prosecuting 


‘this case, only to have it. 


result in a recommendation 
“оғ a mere $100 fine. 

. "Sadly, maybe we made a 
mistake, we being the 
whole process," Corpora- 
‘tion Commission vice chair- 
man Bob Anthony said. 

' "When a company tries to 
“реа good citizen and comes 
*in and assumes some liabili- 
Чу and responsibility, it is 
‘counterproductive when 
they get caught up on a 
technicality,” he said. 


' knowing the facts as they | 


are and the outcome. But 
on the other hand, we still 
want to be aggressive" 
about fighting pollution and 
punishing those who pol- 
lute, Anthony said. 

John Raley, U.S. attorney 
for Oklahoma's eastern fed- 
eral district in Muskogee, 
confirmed that the FBI did 
conduct its own indepen- 
dent investigation of the 
whole Stuart Station pit dis- 
charge matter. 

“Based on that finding by 
the FBI, it was determined 
by this office that it was a 
not of a significant enough 
quantity or level of contam- 
ination to warrant federal 
prosecution” under clean 


ee тет 


“Also Texaco expressed a | 
willingness to work under ; 
the close supervision of the 
Corporation Commission 
and the Water Resources 
Board to clean up the site,” | 
which has been done, he | 
said. 

Raley said the federal case | 
was closed “within the last 
three or four weeks.” 

“Tt was a discretionary 
call on the part of this office : 
and sound judgment: 
seemed to dictate handling | 
it in this manner. But I 
don’t want this to be inter- | 
preted as meaning that this 
office is not concerned with | 
pollution. ... We're going to 
take a hard look at any pol- 
lution cases to see if they 


: “I don't feel good about it, water laws, Raley said. 


‘tion, and will review any 
‘facts disclosed to us by in- 
‚ vestigators ... from federal 
or state sources,” Raley 
' said. 
' Wayne Donelson, Texaco's 
‚ regional manager of public 
| affairs, said, “1 think that 
„Ше fact that the fine was 
only $100 is indicative of the 
fact that it was very diffi- 
б cult to find the bad in this.” 
“We had taken an action 
(the cleanup of a site which 
‚ Техасо has not owned for 
year's) that seemed to be the 
right thing to do and a very 
positive thing, and some- 
how it ended up being a 
negative, and that surprised 
| us,” he said. Officials were 
_ especially surprised be- 
. cause Texaco's cleanup ef- 


warrant federal prosecu- | 


+ 


forts were conducted in 
large part under the guid- 
ance and observation of 
Corporation Commission 
personnel, the company 
said. 

“We're not going to say 
that, yes, because of this 
we're going to do things in 
the future one way or the 
other," Donelson said. 

But he said, “Ме will rely 
heavily on the administra- 
tive law judge’s opinion and ; 
we hope that anyone who ' 
wants to know more about ' 
this case will read his re- | 
port. ... We think it shows : 
that more time was spent, 
quite frankly, talking about 
things that were done right 
than things that were done . 
wrong." | 
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Memorandum 


To : SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-OC-50089)(P) Date 7/1/91 
6 


Subject: TEXACO PIPELINE INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
Environmental Crimes - CWA 
OO: Oklahoma City 


On June 27, 1991, this Agent was contacted by Special 
Agent[ ^ ^  ]who advised that two Oklahoma Corporation 
Commission (OCC) employees wanted to speak to this Agent 
regarding the above captioned matter. ЗА| ]advised that occ 
employees and had information concerning 
and the way the pollution occurred that had not 

been previously given to the FBI. This Agent agreed to meet with 

Е determine if they had new information relevant 
to the investigation. 


It should be noted that had previously met this 
Agent on two occasions and was interviewed once and was not very 
cooperative. If[ ^ ]or[ ^ ^ ]have no new information this case 
will be closed as United States Attorney JOHN RAILEY, Eastern 
District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma, already declined this 
case in the newspaper. 
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om 
U.S. Department of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply тенден ы Oklahoma City, ОК 73154 
File No. 


July 24, 1991 


TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAT, CRIMES - CLEAN WATER ACT 


The above captioned investigation was initiated on 
October 18, 1990, based on information received on October 10, 
1990, from who advised she heard that TEXACO 
PIPELINE INC. (TPI) had emptied an oil waste pit by pumping it 
directly into Coal Creek. Coal Creek empties into Lake McAlester 
which is a source of public drinking water for several cities. 


On October 10, 1990, the Oklahoma Corporation 
Commission (OCC) Special Operations Unit for Pollution Prevention 
(SOUPP), was contacted regarding this matter and they confirmed 
| ed. OCC SOUPP Members and . 

advised they heard about this incident and provided 
a photocopy of an OCC Application For Surface Discharge dated 
September 27, 1990, signed by OCC Employee JACK STARR. This 
permit allowed for TPI, from Wichita Falls, Texas, to do a land 
discharge over 61 acres of 32,000 barrels of produced water. 
Attached to the permit was a water analysis report done September 
12, 1990 by Rogers Technical Group. 


On October 10, 1990, Special Agent 


was apprised of the above mentioned 
information and informed that the FBI would look into the matter. 
Also on October 10, 1990, Special Agent U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife, Tulsa, Oklahoma, was advised of the incident and to 
check for fish kills resulting from the release. SA 

advised he would contact and inform Oklahoma State 
Department of Wildlife, about the situation. 


Searched ___ ees 
з x Bureau Serialized {I 
1 - USA, EDO, Muskogee indeed а пие 
Са рова City (249-0C-50089) (P) is cu гез 
( 
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to 


your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CLEAN WATER ACT 


Oklahoma Water Resources Board 
(OWRB), McAlester, Oklahoma, was contacted regarding this 
incident and advised he witnessed the discharge going into Coal 


Creek, as did advised he and 
С а үрзегуей TEXACO employees pumping a dark solution into 
a ditch which ran into a wet weather creek and into Coal Creek. 


[ [ ]advised he took photographs and a sample of the solution 
which the Oklahoma State Department of Health (OSDH) Laboratory 


is analyzing. 
У g Ue 


Attorney, TPI, was contacted and advised BIG 


he had heard a discharge had accidentally occurred and had ended 
up in the creek advised TPI wished to cooperate in this 
matter and would allow its employees to be interviewed. 


On October 17, OWRB employee| ^  ]aávisea he 
was on site in Hughes County on Monday October 1, 1990, and 


observed the discharge going into the creek. advised the 
discharge smelled like hydrocarbons and was directed by a man- 
made ditch to go downhill towards the creek. advised he 


drove the direction of the discharge and noted it bypassed Lake 
McAlester and instead went to Lake Eufala, a source of public 
drinking water. 


During interview of[ ^ ^ _] he advised that on 
Tuesday October 2nd, he visited the site and observed the pumps 


were turned off but three flumes (pipes) were still discharging a 
black, gritty, foamy fluid.[  ]advisea oce [И 
[ou present and suggested they wait until it rains and 
there would not be a prosilem ваа OCC District Manager 
JACK STARR was also present and walked to the creek with them to 


see the extent of the discharge. 


On October 18, 1990, TPI employee[ | b5 
advised he discharged the solution from 8:00am Monday, October b6 
1st, until the morning of Tuesday, October 2nd, when he shut the b7C 
pumps off.[ ^ ^ ]advised the way the operation was set up, it 
had to run directly into the creek. [stated he did not set 
up the operation as all he had to do was turn on the pumps and 
keep them running.[ ^ ]stated he had heard they had followed 
instructions from the OCC on how to conduct the discharge. 


On October 18, 1990, Assistant United States Attorney 
Eastern District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, 


TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CLEAN WATER ACT 


Po 


On October 26, 1990, OCC employee[ ПП  ]proviaea 
a copy of OCC rules regarding the proper method for a land 


application.[  ]advised that the method of discharge used Бу 
TPI and the OCC does not conform to OCC rules. 


On December 13, 1990, several attorneys representing 


TPI met with the FBI at the United States Attorneys office in 
Muskogee, Oklahoma. 


On January 16, 19931,[ аауіѕеа during 
interview that while working as the bulldozer operator at the 
Hughes County site, he cut a ditch along a barbed-wire fence to 
contain the fluids.[ ^ |stated the ditch was not meant to send 
water to the creek and was done on orders of TPI employees. 

could not explain how this ditch, running downhill, would 
keep water from going towards the creek. 


On February 1, 1991, during interview of OCC District 
Manager JACK STARR, he advised he was not at the site until 
Tuesday morning, October 2nd, after the discharge had already 
started. STARR stated the flumes were discharging fluid and it 
had run along a ditch, was deflected by a berm to go downhill and 
went to Coal Creek. STARR advised they shut down the whole 
operation and walked down to the creek. STARR described the fluid 
as amber colored with a light, tan foam. STARR advised this was 
not the method of operation the OCC had authorized for a land 
discharge. 


On February 13, 1991, OCC 
advised he informed TPI employees where Coal Creek was located 
and that he did not want any of these fluids to go into the 
creek.[| ^ ]advised that during the first week they had used а 
series ОҒ dikes to empty fluids.[ ]stated that on Tuesday 
October 2nd when he returned to the site the fluid was going 
downhill towards the creek and at this time he noticed the ditch 
diverting the water. | ]advised that different TPI employees 
were at the site this week and he feels that last weeks TPI 
employees did not tell them about the сгеек.| ^ ]estimatea the 
amount of discharge as approximately eighty fifty-five gallon 
barrels. 
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TEXACO PIPELINE, INC., 

WICHITA FALLS, TEXAS; 

OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 

OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CLEAN WATER ACT 


advised he had analyzed the sample taken by OWRB employee 

advised this was a pure sample of fluid coming from the 
pit, not the creek, but appeared heavily diluted. [- — advised 
that if this went into a lake from which public drinking water is 
taken, worse pollution comes out of the cars driving around the 
lake and does go into the lake.[  ]stated he did not mean this 
fluid was safe to drink, however, the levels of chemicals listed 
on this analysis were so low it is not really a bad pollutant. 

advised that based on a hydrocarbon scan the fluid had some 
of the same properties as diesel or Jet-A fuel.[  ]advised the 
high iron and manganese levels could have come from the soil in 
the area and the toluene and xylene levels are within the safe 
drinking water standards. advised he 

and in his opinion the levels 

of contaminants are so low that he would not seek prosecution in 
this matter. 


On February 13, 1991,| ^ — — ] озон peo 


In late March 1991 the Hughes County 
site was cleaned-up under the supervision of the OCC and USA 
RALEY declined prosecution in this matter. 
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FBI 
TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: 
[] Teletype ГІ Immediate ГІ TOP SECRET 
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Date 7/24/91 


TO DIRECTOR, ЕВІ 
FROM SAC, OKLAHOMA CITY (249-0C-50089 


SUBJECT ТЕХАСО PIPELINE, INC., 
Wichita Falls, Texas; 
OIL & GAS EMPLOYEES OF THE 
OKLAHOMA CORPORATION COMMISSION; 
ENVIRONMENTAL CRIMES - CWA; 
OO: Oklahoma City 


Enclosed for the Bureau are the original and four 
copies of an LHM outlining the details of the investigation 
regarding the above captioned matter. A copy of said LHM is 
being furnished to the United States Attorney, Eastern 
District of Oklahoma, Muskogee, Oklahoma, under separate 
cover. É 
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FD-631 (11-28-86) 


Oklahoma City, OK 73154 


October 9, 1991 


Mr. 

Oklahoma State Water Resources Board 
P. O. Box 150 

600 N. Harvey Avenue 

Oklahoma City, OK 73101-0150 


pear и. [ — —] 
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The attached material obtained from you in connection with an investigative activity 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) is of no further value to this agency or the 
Department of Justice. The FBI is prohibited from destroying this material; ате оле it 


is being returned to you for whatever disposition you deem appropriate. 


Very truly yours, 


Special Agent іп 


By 
SUPERVISOR 
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Oklahoma City, OK 73154 
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The attached material obtained from you in connection with an investigative activity 
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) is of no further value to this agency or the 
Department of Justice. The FBI is prohibited from destroying this material; therefore, it 
is being returned to you for whatever disposition you deem appropriate. 


Very truly yours, 


Special Agent in Char 
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